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6) K Claim(s) 3-23 is/are rejected. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 3-8, 10-17, and 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 3 recites the limitation "a local service processor" in line 2 of the claim; but "a local 
service processor" has already been claimed in claim 2. Appropriate correction is required. 

4. Claim 5 recites the limitation "a local server processor" in line 2 of the claim. Examiner 
assumes it should be written "a local service processor." If this assumption is correct, then "a 
local service processor" has already been claimed in claim 2. Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claim 5 recites the limitation "the tamper latch" in lines 3 and 4 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

6. Claim 6 recites the limitation "the tamper latch" in line 2 of the claim. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claim 7 recites the limitation "the tamper latch" in line 1 of the claim. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 10 recites the limitation "a slot" in line 3 of the claim; but "a slot" has already been 
claimed in claim 9. Appropriate correction is required. 

9. Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "means for communicating externally" in line 1 of the 
claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

10. Claim 1 3 recites the limitation "the tamper latch" in line 3 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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1 1 . Claim 14 recites the limitation "the tamper latch" in line 2 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

12. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the tamper latch" in line 1 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

13. Claim 20 recites the limitation "the code means for determining the state of its tamper 
latch" in line 2 of the claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

14. Claim 20 recites the limitation "the blade" in line 2 of the claim. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

15. Claim 21 recites the limitation "the server blade" in line 2 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Objections 

16. Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: The limitation "a local 
server processor". should be written as "a local service processor." Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

18. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
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the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

19. Claims 9, 11-13,15-20, and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McGraw, in view of the Mitchell('119). 

20. Regarding claim 9, McGraw discloses a data processing network, comprising: a 
management module comprising a management module service processor and a 
memory(Figure 1, 50; It is inherent the console server has a processor and memory); and a 
plurality of server blades connected to a common network, each blade comprising a system 
memory connected to at least one main processor(Paragraph 55), and means for determining a 
geographical address of the slot occupied by the blade and for communicating the determined 
address to the management module(Figure 2; Paragraphs 147-149). 

McGraw does not specifically disclose a tamper mechanism configured to change state 
responsive to insertion of the corresponding blade into a slot in a rack enclosure. However, 
Mitchell discloses a tamper mechanism configured to change state responsive to insertion of the 
corresponding blade into a slot in a rack enclosure(Column 7, Lines 17-25). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the tamper latch of Mitchell in the 
system of McGraw, since this would increase reliability of a system by providing an insertion 
count to a management entity to monitor the degradation of connectors of the data processing 
system(Column 2, Lines 61-66). 

21 . Regarding claim 1 1 , McGraw discloses a network, wherein the means for 
communicating externally comprise a communication bus connecting a local service processor 
of each server blade to the management module(Figure 2, 131). 
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22. Regarding claim 12, McGraw discloses a network, wherein the communication bus 
comprises an RS-485 communication bus to which each local service processor is 
connected(Figure 7, RS485). 

23. Regarding claim 13, McGraw and Mitchell disclose a network, wherein, responsive to a 
power-on event, a local server processor of each server blade is configured to determine the 
blade's geographical address, the state of its tamper latch(Mitchell, Column 3, Lines 8-20), and 
to communicate the geographical address and tamper latch information to the management 
module(McGraw, Paragraphs 147-149). 

24. Regarding claim 15, McGraw and Mitchell disclose a network, wherein, responsive to 
determining that the tamper latch is in an altered state, the service processor is configured to 
issue an external alert to the management identifying the system by its geographical 
address(Mitchell, Column 8, Lines 55-59; McGraw, Paragraphs 147-149). 

25. Regarding claim 16, McGraw discloses a network, wherein the external alert further 
identifies the system by system information selected from the list including an identifier of a 
network interface card of the system, a UUID, and a main processor serial number(Paragraph 
137). 

26. Regarding claim 17, McGraw discloses a network, wherein the management module is 
configured to communicate the system information to a system deployment module(Fig 1, 72). 

27. Regarding claim 18, McGraw discloses a computer program product comprising a set of 
computer executable instructions for monitoring system information in a data processing 
network, the instructions being stored on a computer readable medium, comprising: computer 
code means for determining the geographical address of the data processing system; computer 
code means for communicating the tamper latch and geographical address information to a 
management module connected to the data processing system(Paragraphs 147-149, 155). 
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McGraw does not specifically disclose computer code means for determining the 
impedance of a tamper latch of a data processing system. However, Mitchell discloses 
computer code means for determining the impedance of a tamper latch of a data processing 
system(Column 7, Lines 17-25). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to include the tamper latch of Mitchell in the system of McGraw, since this would 
increase reliability of a system by providing an insertion count to a management entity to 
monitor the degradation of connectors of the data processing system(Column 2, Lines 61-66). 

28. Regarding claim 19, McGraw discloses a computer program product, wherein the code 
means for determining the geographical address include code means for a reading a set of 
physical identification pins of the data processing system, wherein the state of the pins is 
indicative of the geographical address of a slot in which the system is inserted(Paragraphs 147- 
149). 

29. Regarding claim 20, McGraw and Mitchell disclose a computer program product, 
wherein the code means for determining the blade's geographical address, the state of its 
tamper latch(Mitchell, Column 3, Lines 8-20), and communicating the geographical address and 
tamper latch information to the management module is responsive to a power-on 
event(McGraw, Paragraphs 147-149). 

30. Regarding claim 22, McGraw and Mitchell disclose a computer program product, further 
comprising code means for issuing an external alert identifying the system by its geographical 
address responsive to determining that the impedance of the tamper latch is in an altered 
state(Mitchell, Column 8, Lines 55-59; McGraw, Paragraphs 147-149). 

31 . Regarding claim 23, McGraw discloses a computer program product, wherein the 
external alert further identifies the system by system information selected from the list including 
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an identifier of a network interface card of the system, a UUID, and a main processor serial 
number(Paragraph 137). 

32. Claims 14 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McGraw, in view of Mitchell, and in further view of the admitted prior art. 

33. Regarding claim 14, McGraw and Mitchell do not specifically disclose a network, wherein 
each server blade is configured, responsive to determining that its tamper latch is in an altered 
state, to configure a functional boot image on the server blade. However, the admitted prior art 
discloses a system wherein, a functional boot image is configured on the system(Page 2, Lines 
9-13). Therefore, it would have been obvious to configure a functional boot image on the 
system, as disclosed by the admitted prior art, in the system of McGraw, since a new blade 
generally does not have an operating system nor persistent data and a boot image would be 
needed to make the blade functional. 

34. Regarding claim 21, McGraw and Mitchell do not specifically disclose a computer 
program, further comprising code means for configuring a functional boot image on the server 
blade responsive to determining that the tamper latch is in an altered state. However, the 
admitted prior art discloses a system wherein, a functional boot image is configured on the 
system(Page 2, Lines 9-13). Therefore, it would have been obvious to configure a functional 
boot image on the system, as disclosed by the admitted prior art, in the system of McGraw, 
since a new blade generally does not have an operating system nor persistent data and a boot 
image would be needed to make the blade functional. 

Response to Arguments 

35. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 9 and 18 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

36. Claim 2 is allowed. 

37. Claim 10 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

38. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: Regarding claim 2 
and claim 10, the limitation "wherein the means for determining the geographical address 
include a local service processor connected to a set of physical identification connector pins 
indicative of the geographical address of a slot in which the system is inserted" is not specifically 
taught by the prior art. The prior art's system determines an address but does not specifically 
disclose a set of dedicated wires connected between the service processor and the dedicated 
connector pins that indicate the slot to the service processor. 

39. Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the 
issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons 
for Allowance." 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Nimesh G Patel whose telephone number is 571-272-3640. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F, 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark H Rinehart can be reached on 571-272-3632. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
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Primary Patent Examiner 
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